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On THE MEANS OF ASCERTAINING, WITH ABSOLUTE 
CertitupeE, THE TRUTH or THE REVEALED Doc- 
TRINES OF CHRISTIANITY.—Previous Observations.— 
It cannot be ascertained by the medium of intrinsic demon- 
strative evidence, or by the natural light of reason.— Ex- 
emplified in the doctrines of the Trinity, and Incarnation. 
And in revealed doctrines, the objects of which depend on 
the free will of God.—The obscurity of the possibility of 
a mystery, is not evidence of its impossibility. 

In this inquiry, the revelation of certain doctrines, 
which have been commonly considered as the doc- 
trines of Christianity, and by which God is under- 
stood to have communicated to man a sublime knowl- 
edge ofthe glory of his divine nature, and of his great 
des:gns and works relative tothe redemption andj 
eternal happiness of mankind, is, for the present, as-| 
sumed as a fact. Such are the doctrines concern-| 
ing the Trinity of Persons in one God : the union of | 
two natures in one Person in Christ, by which he is, 
both God and Man ; the existence of original sin ; | 
the nature of the atonement required for sin ; the con-| 
ditions required on the part of man, that he may re- 
ceive the benefit of this atonement, in the remission 
of his sins ; the necessity of divine grace ; the re- 
surrection of our bodies ; the general judgment of all 
mankind at the last day : the eternal reward of the 
good in heaven ; the eternal punishnfent of the wick-| 
ed in hell. | 

These doctrines are true if they announce things 
as they really arein themselves. This objective truth, 
by which the things announced by these doctrines 


} 


the existence of facts is, in itself, independent of ou 

knowledge : for by believing a fact, we do not give 
it existence ; by denying it, we do not destroy its ex- 
istence. The man who has committed a criminal 
act, cannot, by denying it, undo what he has done ; 
nor can he prevent the execution of the sentence pro- | 
nounced against him, by persuading himself that no! 
crime is punished with death. He who wishes to as: | 
certain the truth of the revealed doctrines of Chris-| 
tianity, must seek to ascertain whether the things, | 
announced by them, are or are not, in themselves, | 
what they are affirmed to be. 


| 


We do not vet inquire, whether the certain knowl-' 





NO. IV. 
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Let us take for an example, the doctrine of the 
Trinity, viz. that “in one divine nature there are 
three distinct persons.’’ By what intrinsic evidence 
could it be shewn, that there are or are not three 
persons in one God, and consequently that this doc- 
trine is true or false ?_ With what self-evident prin- 
ciple of natural science is this doctrine connected, 
or to what principle of natural science is it evident- 
/y opposed 2? The doctrine does not announce that 
there is only one divine nature, and that there are 
three divine natures ; nor, that there are three divine 





persons, and only one divine person. If such were 
\the doctrine, in either case it would be repugnant to 


edge of the truth of these doctrines can be obtained | @ self-evident principle of natural science, viz. “that 
from the evidence of the testimony of God who has, the same thing cannot at the same time, and in the 
taught them. But the simple question proposed at| Same respect, be and not be, what it is affirmed to be.” 
present is, whether the truth or falsehood of these, But such is not the doctrine proposed ; it announces 
revealed doctrines can be intrinsically demonstrated ‘at there is one Nature and three rersons. This, 
hy arguments drawn from principles of natural sci- intrinsically considered, is obscure to human reason, 
ence ; whether intrinsic and demonstrative evidence, for want of the light of some self-evident principle of 
is the medium, by which the certitude of the éruth, Hatural science applicable to it. But obscurity of 
of these doctrines can be obtained ; whether these truth is not evidence of falsehood. 
doctrines are the object of human reason, as lightis;| Are there not three distinct powers, the will, the 
the object of the eye? If they are not, it would be, memory, and the understanding, in the one, simple, 
as absurd to attempt to demonstrate them by human! spiritual substance of the human soul ; each of which 
reason, as it would be to attempt to perceive sound | powers is the soul itself? Is not this a mystery to 
iby the eye, or light by the ear. | human reason ? 
| The truth or falsehood of the revealed Doctrines), Could the possibility of such distinct powers, in 
lof Christianity cannot be ascertained by the medium) one soul, have been speculatively demonstrated, from 
of intrinsic demonstrative evidence, or by arguments | any self-evident principle of natural science ? Could 
|drawn from self-evident principles of natural science :\ the possibility of them have been naturally known, 
i consequently mere human reason is not the medium of but trom the consciousness of their existence and 
| REVEALED TRUTH. ||operations ? ‘T’o what principle of natural science 
| The province and office of the faculty of —— could the doctrine of the existence, or of the possi- 
‘reason are to demonstrate the truth or falsehood of aj! bility of these three powers in one soul, be opposed 
doctrine that is obscure and uncertain, by shewing| by those who should undertake to deny it? Will 
its connexion with, or repugnance to, some self-evi-|;™an, then, who cannot comprehend the nature, the 
_dent proposition, or principle of natural science. powers, and operations of his own soul, pretend to 
The revealed doctrines of Christianity, which all — such 8 pgm i knqwiedge “s eo inGnite 
relate either to the sublime and incomprehensible se er > pe ery oo phate te hee 
‘mysteries of the divine nature, or to the designs and evidently, by the light of human reason, whether 


|, works of God relative to the redemption and eternal there can or —_— be three divine persons in one 
| divine nature ? 





are what they are, is independent of the perception | happiness of man, belong to a supernatural order of 
of our minds ; it cannot~ be made or destroyed, by | things, and have no connexion with any principle of 
our conceptions, opinions, or reasonings ; it is fixed||natural science ; consequently it cannot be shewn 
in its object. So, the existence of the sun is indepen- ||intrinsically, by the natural light of human reason, 
dent of the human eye : for whether we see it or not, | or by the medium of demonstrative evidencé, wheth- 
it exists. By opening our eyes to it, we do not give ||er the supernatural objects of these doctrines are, or 
it existence ; by shutting our eyes to it, we do not!|are not, in themselves, what they are announced to 
destroy its existence, nor extinguish its rays. So/ibe. 








The question, whether there really ar@ or are wt, 
three persons in God, is indeed a question of FCT. 

We may take, as another example, the doefine, 
that “ Jesus Christ is both God and mah,” or that 
‘¢ two natures, the divine and human, are snited in 
one person, in Christ.” With what self-evdent prin- 
ciple of natural science is this doctrin: connected, 
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80 as to afford a means of demonstrating its truth by 
intrinsic evidence ? To what principle is it evidently 
opposed, so as to afford a means of demonstrating its 
evident repugnance to some self-evident proposition ? 
In every man, are there not two distinct substan- 
ces, a body and a soul, the one material and divis- 
ible, the other spiritual and indivisible, united im one 
person? By what speculative principle of natural 
science could human reason have demonstrated the 
ey this hypostatical union in man, if the 
ogee ad not been demonstrated by the fact ? 
© what principle of natural science could the doc- 





trine of this union be demonstrated to be evidently | 


TT nant ? 
fpr. question whether two natures are hypostically | 
united in one person in Christ, or whether they are 
not, is a question of ract. The speculative obscu- 
rities which surround the question concerning the’ 
possibility of the mystery—and the objections brought 
against it, amount only to obscurities—are no evi-| 
dence against the rac? of its existence, if that be) 
shewn by the evidence of testimony. | 

Even these natural mysteries of the substance and | 
powers of the human soul, and of the hypostatical | 
union of body and soul in man, present great obecu-| 

rities to our minds, when we examine them intrinsi- 
cally ; nor is this obscurity dispelled by any light of 
intrinsic evidence. How much more must the mind | 
of man be overpowered with awful obscurity, when| 
it ventures to search into the majestic glory of the! 
divine nature! How must man be confounded, in| 
his daring attempt to measure omnipotence by his| 
own weakness! The Almighty dwells in light, in- 
accessible to the natural powers of human reason. 
Corporeal vision is sometimes obscured by the over- 
powering rays of the blazing sun. 

As, therefore, the doctrines relating to the mys- 
teries of the Trinity and Incarnation have no intrin- 
sic connexion with self-evident principles of natural 
science ; as the objects of these doctrines are in re- 
ality matters of rac, they are not the proper object 
of the faculty of human reason, and consequently the 
certain knowledge of their truth or falsehood is not) 
to be obtained by the medium of intrinsic demon. 
strative evidence. 

But if we consider the nature of the objects of the 
doctrines of the Christian Revelation, we shall find 
that most of them are the determinations and effects 
of the free will of God. With respect to such, how 
could human reason decide, by the light of intrinsic 
evidence, whether God did or did not decree or effect 
that, which is announced by the revealed doctrine ? 
By what arguments, drawn from the principles of 
natural science, could it be demonstrated that the 
revealed doctrine, relatively to its object, is true or 
false ? 

By what light of intrinsic evidence, by what prin- 
ciples of ‘natural science, could human reason ever 
discover, Ist. What an offended God did, or did not, 
require as an atonement for sin ? 2nd. Whether he| 
did, or did not, decree to send his ouly begotten Son 
to be made man, and to offer himself as a victim of 
atonement for sin 73d. What God does, or does not, 
require on the part of man, that he may receive the | 








The reality of matters of fact is not proved by intrin- 
sic demonstrative evidence, but the extrinsic evidence 
of testimony. 

If there are three persons in one God ; if there are 
two natures united in one person, in Christ ; these 
facts cannot be undone or destroyed by the disbelief 
or denial of man ; any more than the bright rays of 
the mid-day sun can be extinguished in themselves, 
by the act of shutting the eye against them. 

All that human reason could attempt against the 
existence of these racts, which are objects of the 
Christian revelation, would be to demonstrate, to the 
highest degree of intrinsic evidence, that the possi- 
bility of them is repugnant to some self-evident prin- 
iciple of natural science. If this could be demonstra- 
ited to the highest degree of intrinsic evidence, it 
would be clearly perceived by all, who have given 
their attention to the subject. But this repugnance 
certainly is not perceived by thousands of learned men, 
who have studiously examined this question ; and 
who, after an attentive and impartial examination of 
it, have sincerely adhered to the belief of the existence 
of the trinity of persons in one God, and of the union 
of two natures in Christ, as possible and actual mys- 
teries. 

In reality, those who attempt to demonstrate the 
impossibility of the mysteries, which are objects of 
divine revelation, have a greater load of facts to re- 
move than they are aware of. They must undo, not 
only the existence of the mysteries themselves, but 
also all of those historical and miraculous facts, which 
bear testimony to the fact of the divine revelation of 
the mysteries. So long as these testimonies remain 
in evidence, so long as the fact of the revelation of 
these mysteries remains, supported by such testimo- 
nies, so long will the truth of the possihility of the 
mysteries remain firmly established. For the fact of 
God’s having revealed any mystery; for instance, 





tinct persons,”’ establishes the existence of it, viz. of 
the Trinity of persons in one God; and the estab- 
lishment of the existence of a thing is the best proof 
of its possibility. When a philosopher was perplex- 
ed by the subtility of a metaphysical argument, a- 
gainst the possibility of loco-motion, he rose from his 
seat, and by the act of walking proved the possibility 


‘«‘ that in the one divine nature, there are three dis-|! 


those Gospelling saints, as monsters of infidelity, and mem- 
bers of idolatry, for presuming to expése the wicked machina- 
tions of moral incendiaries? What is their conduct in model- 
ling the minds of the rising generation? Is there a single 
book printed by them, for their Sunday or weekly schools 
that does not contain some exploded calumny or long detected 
|falsehood against the members, or the Church of Christ? Are 
;not such books crammed into the hands of poor credulous and 
confiding children to learn and con by rote? Is this the plan in- 
spired by the Saviour to train up the youthful mind in pious 
sentiments and form it into philanthropic habits? What is 
their mode of acting towards the adult portion of the com- 
munity? Is there an election for any office within the gift of 
a free people, where the Inquisitorial, the selfish and sectarian 
spirit of Calvinism is not manifested? Is there, in a word, a 
scheme calculated to filch a cent from the lisping child, a 
bushel of corn from the farmer, a hank of yarn from his wife, 
or a dollar from even doating, drivelling decrepitude that has 
not been too long and successfully brought into operation? — 
By such means, they can afford to print books at a cheap rate, 
and by monopolizing injustice ruin the industrious mechanic ; 
by this means they can cheaply scatter their egregious false- 
hoods against Catholicity, so as to have them come within the 
reach of the poor as well as the rich. This is diffasing the 
light of education and forcing the march of intellect with a 
vengeance. Unhappy education which teaches what Religion 
says should never be known! Wretched intellect that becomes 
perverted and eclipsed, instead of being reformed and enlight- 
ened! The public have already witnessed the Jine of march 
these mock-orthodox Managers have taken throughout the 
country. They blew the horn in Sion ; and made simulta- 
neous attacks upon the old, but solid fortresses of Catholicity. 
But the Lord confounded them. They vainly and criminally 
endeavoured to make the public believe that they (and who 
jbut they ?) were the true believers, and that the walls of Jeri- 
|cho were to totter and tumble before them! Little did they 
jSuppose that the walls were to tumble upon themselves while 


‘strength therefrom.—While the Boston Recorder was en- 
‘gaged in its orthodox enterprize, the Rochester Observer of 
\the same Calvinistic kidney, was not idle. The former had 
its nursing fathers here to feed it with the oi/ and wine of con- 





the city was not profaned, not even touched by their impious 
efforts, while it on the contrary acquired additional lustre and 





of it, and refuted the sophistry. Those, therefore, 
who attempt to demonstrate the impossibility of re-! 
vealed mysteries must first disprove theix existence, 
to the highest degree of evidence, and undo all the 
facts by which the certitude of their existence is sup- 
ported. 

When the arguments drawn from the self-evident ' 
principles of natural science, to prove intrinsically | 
the natural impossibility of revealed mysteries, are 
impartially considered, it will appear that they shew 
nothing more than the possibility of these mysteries 
is intrinsically obscure; but not that the impossibili-| 
ty of them is intrinsically evident. 

Can the man who denies the existence of the Tri-! 
nity of persons in God, demonstrate to a higher de-| 
gree of evidence that the possibility of this mystery | 
is repugnant to any self-evident principle of natural’ 
science ; than he who denies the fact of the creation! 
of the world, can shew that the possibility of creation 





benefit of this atonement ? 4th. Whether baptism is, | 
or is not, necessary, by the institution and command | 


is repugnant to the principle “ex nihilo nihil fit 7”— 


solation in the hour of defeat; the latter had its Paritanie Pha- 
lanx commanded it appears by an Irish Presbyterian, who 
shedding tears of sorrow for the palpable infidelity which 
grew out of his system in the north of Ireland, (we mean no 
offence to that great and long insulted country) was moved to 
compassion for the spiritual welfare of his American Brethren, 
and visited these shores to preach his creed! He calumniated 
the Catholic Pastor of R., who could not be fairly heard, nor 
enter the Polemical arena against his Puritanic aggressor, ow- 


| ing to the unjust restrictions under which the Presbyterian Ed- 


itor of that paper had subjected him. ‘Through no other pa- 
per could he be heard. Blessed liberality! In vain did the 
honest and candid Catholic bid his aggressor come forth with 
his proper signature and join issue. The wily Presbyterian 
would not; he dealt in all the ribaldry, and calumny, which 
his imported library of Calvinism had contained against the 
Chareh of Christ, and repeated the silly, antichristian objec- 
tions, which were before published in the Boston Recorder, 
but which had been in this city through ‘the Jesuit’? and the 


of God, for the remission of sin? 5th. Whether the’ And yet how often does it happen that those who de-'| Palpit, most satisfactorily disposed of. ‘The Catholic Clergy- 
grace of God is, ur is not, necessary for our salva. NY the mystery of the Trinity, admit of that of the ||man treated the prudent Presbyterian as a man of st aw, and 
tion ? 6th. Whether God has, or has not, decreed| creation; thongh, when both are intrinsically exame regarded the anonymous reviler of his holy religion, as a wordy 
and promised that our body shall be raised again to||ined, the impossibility of the one can no more be de- bully, not worthy the consideration of a gentleman, or scholar, 


life at the last day ? 7th. Whether God has, or has 
not, decreed and foretold, that there shall be a par-|; 


monstrated by the self-evident principles of natural 
science, than the impossibility of the other ? 


in fact not worth even a brass-faced penny. ‘Ihe religious 
counterfeit, notwithstanding his pitiful and perverse conduct, 


ticular judgment of each one immediately after his Our Union has nothing to expect from the deep, dark, dan-||did not escape the notice of Mr. Buchan of Rochester, who 
his death ; and a general judgment of all mankind, |’ perous schemes of Presbyterianism, but a revival of the hor- |though not long a convert to Catholicity took up the rap aud 
at the end of the world ? Sth. Whether God has, OF | rors that devastated every part of Europe, where Calvinism 'jheld him to the contempt he deserved. The intelligent re- 


has not, promised a reward of eternal glory to the || 
just? 9th. Whether God has, or has not, denounced 
eternal punishments to the wicked, &c &c. | 

In these and other revealed doctrines of Christi-! 
anity, how could human reason demonstrate, from the) 


1 


intrinsic nature of the object, or from its connexion | 
with any principle of natural science, which side of, 
the question is true ? How then, could it demon- 
strate whether the doctrines relating to these objects, 
which depend solely on the free will of God, are true 
o false ? The truth and certitude of such doctrines 
can no more be demonstrated by arguments drawn 
fron: principles of natural science, than the interior 
intentons of {ny individual, or the certitude of any 
past fao, can be demonstrated by mathematical lines 
and anglts. These doctrines are no more the object 
of humaneason, than sound is the object of the 
eye. 

The existetae of three persons in one God, and 
the union of twoyatures in Christ, are matters of fact. 








reared its meagre, hideous and ungodly head. The immense. 


funds which the Pharisaical Managers have impiously whee-_ 
died out of simple men and silly women, under the pretence | 
of promoting peace, good will and sound faith among men} 
are perverted into monstrous engines of setting wives against | 
their husbands, children against their parents, citizens against 
citizens, and thus defeating the very object of society and re-| 
ligion. Is there a state, city, town or village where the influ- 
ence of this Mammon of iniquity is not felt? Does harmony, 
does christian feeling pervade a single hamlet where Presby- 
terianism raises its mock-orthodox cant? Is it not unfortunately 
for the liberty and happiness of America, a very personifica- 
tion of the harpy Alecto, that taints what it touches and scat- 
ters its proluvial offensiveness, through the channels of its Pa- 
pers, its Tracjs and Reports, upon whatever is sound in mo- 
rals,safe in policy and divine in religion? What bedy of mcn, 
however respectable for their worth, venerable for their faith, 


marks of this gentleman as well us the entire correspondence 
on the subject which we have received in a pamphlet form 
and which has created a sensation in that section of New 
York, by no means favorable to the cause of the scurrilous 
“Observer,” of Calvinism in Rochester, we hasten te lay 
| before our readers. 

In the course of* last year several very virulent 
letters appeared in the coluinns of the ‘ Rochester 
Observer,” under the signature of ‘““Republicus,” ad- 
dressed to the Rev’d M. McNamara, Catholic pas- 
tor in Rochester, attacking himon the subject of 
his religion ; which letters have since been ascertain- 
ed to be the production of a presbyterian clergyman 
of this village. Upon the appearance of these jet- 
ters, Mr. McNamara addressed a letter to the Edi- 
tor of the Observer, in which he offered to answer 
the letters of ‘ Republicus,” if the author would 
give his real name, as it was totally unbecoming the 
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every anonymous scribbler who chose to attack 
him ;—but “ Repubficus,” fearful of the consequen- 
ces, refused to do so, and there the matter dropped. 
But, although these letters were after that discon- 
tinued, the attacks on the Catholics were weekly | 
repeated, and (lately) were written in a style of the| 
most bitter animosity against the Catholics, en-) 
deavoring to inflame the minds of the people against | 
them, and insisting that the doctrines of the Catho-| 
lic religion were of such a nature and tendency that | 
its followers ought to be excluded from the benefits: 
which their fellow-citizens derive under the constitu- 
tion of our country. But, in their representations’ 
of the Catholic religion, on which these Presbyteri-' 
ans founded their arguments, there was not one 

word of truth. Anxious to open the eyes of such of 

my fellow-citizens as were willing to be convinced 

of the truth, I inserted the following notice in the 

Rochester Daily Advertiser, of the 19th of July 
last : 


To the Public. 


I have read with feelings of disgust and indigna-| 


‘slandered in your columns, and misunderstood by|| u ould ro 
I had the honor of making some over-|, tants to act towards the Catholics in their religious 


Rochester, August \st, 1831. 
To the Editor of the Rochester Observer. 


Dear Sir,—I have noticed some days ago, another 
appeal to the public through the columns of the 
Daily Advertiser, over the signature of James Bu- 
chan, similar to those which the Rev. Michael Mc- 
Namara issuéd last year, and designed to make us 
believe that the Roman Catholic religion is greatly 


tant should refer to some of the compendiums of 
theology published by protestants—such as Dwight’s, 
for instance,—as an exposition of the Protestant 
faith, the Catholic should turn round and say, “I 
will not believe what Dr. Dwight says; these are not 
the true principles of the protestant faith ; Dr. Dwight 
writes merely to ‘ throw dust in the eyes of Ameri- 
can citizens.’” And yet this in effect is exactly the 





this public. 
tures to Mr. M’Namara on behalfof this community, 
inviting him to make good his charge of slander 
and misrepresentation, which he thought fit to de- 
cline ; [I then, in a few letters, furnished some infor- 
mation on the points in question from authentic 
sources, viz: the Canons of the Church of Rome, 
ofa recent date, under the signature and sanction 
of the Pope himself. Of these the Rev. gentleman 
took no notice. Though he did not think it beneath 
his dignity to accuse in very bitter terms, yet he 
excused himself from meeting the accused on the 
merits of his charges. Now, Sir, we hear the same 
vague charges echoed by one of his people. He 


way in which “‘ Republicus” would wish the protes- 


idisputations. Now, “ Republicus” as a clergyman, 
‘must know, that when any minister of any church 
dares to promulgate doctrines contrary to the doc- 
trines of the church to which he belongs, the conse- 
‘quence would necessarily be, his expulsion from that 
\church:—and yet ‘ Republicus’”’ would have us be- 
‘lieve that the Catholic clergy promulgate doctrines 
‘contrary to the doctrines oftheir own church—a 
church represented as being so very rigid and strict 
'in matters of heresy. ‘The Catholics can produce 
books innumerable, written in defence and support 
\of their religion, by Catholic clergymen,—many of 
them men whose names stand at the head of litera- 


tion, the tirades ofabuse and calumny lately ap-' teljs you he has books which place the Catholic reli-|| ture and science at the present day; and yet, accord- 
pearing in the Rochester Observer—and particularly gion in a favorable light, and would lend them. I ling to “ Republicus,” all these write merely “ to cast 
in its two last numbers—against the Catholics of the dare say, Sir, he has some of those disguised exhi-| dust in the eyes of American citizens,” Such is a 
Union, which almost amount to acall upon the leg-| pitions, by which Jesuitism is endeavoring to cast| specimen of the absurd arguments which our ene- 
islature to enact the same penal statutes against the’ ‘dust in the eyes of American citizens, until times| Mies use against us. 
Catholics which till lately disgraced the English) and circumstances shall warrant more plainness.|| _{mmediately on the appearance of the above letter 
statute book ; and that, too, from a sect who pro-) But let Mr. Buchan, if he modestly declines contro- of “ Republicus,” I addressed the following letter 
fess the Christian religion; (however little they | versy, at least give us the names of those books on| to the Editor of the Observer, which appeared in 
may practise it,) a religion which breathes peace which he relies, and the quotations fairly made on| his piper of 11th August last. 
and good will to all men—I am surprised that sen-| which he grounds his charges of slander, and we! Rochester Aug. Sth, 1831. 
timents such as those contained in the Rochester Ob-| will confront them with tlie authentic documents of | __ To the Editor of the Rochester Observer. 
server, could be promulgated in the present enlight- | the Church of Rome, as published in Italy, where|| Sit,—I observe, in your paper of yesterday a 
ened state of society, or entertained by any one who this disguise was not necessary. Nay, but we will| Communication under the signature of “ Republi- 
is a true Christian, or a true republican. | undertake, if Mr. Buchan does not choose to remain | cus” and also an article written by yourself, both 
But thus it is always with bigotry ; instead of ma-' blinded, to draw aside the veil, and show him raed HEIR on a notice that I, some weeks ago, in- 
king men mild, pious, and devout Christians—in- he himself has been cheated into the good opinion | Serted in the Rochester Daily Advertiser, in refer- 
stead of that charity which suffereth long and is ‘he entertains. If cannot demonstrate to candid ence to the attacks made through the columns of 
kind, which envieth not, is not easily provoked and. men, that the Roman Catholic religion is hostile to) Your paper and otherwise, on the Catholic religion 
thinketh no evil, it engenders in their hearts every| our liberties, and calculated to keep its people in a||2d its followers. — ; 
evil passion and uncharitable feeling, and breathes condition of intellectua! and moral degradation, [| It seems that this correspondent of yours, who is 








envy, hatred, malice, and persecution towards their will give up the question.* 
fellow- beings. {I Yours, REPUBLICUS. 

I here fearlessly assert, that every statement of | In the same paper were also the following re- 
these religious bigots inserted in the Observer, tothe marks by the Editor on the subject : 
prejudice ofthe Catholics, is totally untrae—and | “ Popery. 
that every article they have published on the snb-'' ermitted | 
ject is a foul libel on the Catholic religion. | Sent to our readers a cummuniontion from Repub- 

[ have neither time nor inclination to enter into ,/i¢as on the subject of Popery. 
any newspaper controversy on the subject, but in- |. biel 4 ncaa org gue sag 
sert this Notice to the Public merely to state that if {00 Wen Finis cittens Py M ' B — 
any unprejudiced Christian would wish to become Advertiser of this village, signed by a Mr. Buchan, 
acquainted with the real doctrines and tenets of the CA0uioning = good people a we sro the — 
Catholic religion—the religion of five hundred which sapere atte seen published in this 
thousand of his fellow-citizens throughout the Union — = vorapondhes vat _ oe —a 
—I will give him every necessary information on the |. nip — ee ; “~ an - peg — - 80d 
subject, and will lend to him for his perusal the "C® Dut are pleases roth piicmnnlaar alien m2 
works on the Catholic faith which I have in my pos- 
session, and vindicate our pure and holy religion 
from the vile aspersions and calumnies which a fa 
natical, unprincipled, and uuchristian press may heap 
up it. JAMES BUCHAN, 


Exchange-st., Rochester. 


assertion of Papists with facts. 

We hope that Mr. Buchan, after such a bold de- 

but, will not shrink from an examination of the 

_ question at issue, as did the Rev. Michael M’Na- 
mara. Roman Catholic pastor of this village, on a 
former occasion. 

Rupublicus will, we have no doubt, give fair play ; 
and if Catholics are not afraid of the truth—afraid 
to come to the light—afraid that their people shall 
read and examine for themselves, we think, after 
the bold challenge Mr. Buchan has given, he will 


I certuinly expected that some would come, as 
solicited in this notice, to seek information on this 
subject, but none made their appearance. In fact, 
those who do entertain the same notions concerning 
the Catiolics as are promulgated in the Rochester ; , “bess 2 
Observer, are so prejudiced against them that they not decline the investigation which he so vauntingly 
will not listen to any vindication of the Catholic | Challenged. , 
faith, nor read any Catholic work. ‘They are kept)| In the above letter of “Republicus,” it will be ob- 
in total ignorance by designing men, whose interest) served that “ Republicus’’ writes tothrow a _suspi- 
it is to do so, and they would consider it a piece of cion over every book that a Catholic may produce in 


We are gratified in being permitted again to pre-| 


The cause of the present letter isa communica: 


dent Republicus, is again prepared to meet the bold || 








impiety to take into their hands a Catholic work, or} support of his religion, by saying that it is a work of 
a Catholic bible: the consequence of which is, 
that they entertain the most absurd and extra- 
ordinary notions regarding the Roman Catholics 
aud their religion; considering them in a much 
worse light than we do the Indian heathen. For in- 
stance, | have had gravely put to me such extraor- 
dinary questions as the following: “ But you can- 
not deny that you worship images? Or that a 
priest can absolve you from sin on payment of a sum 
of money? Or that the pope can absolve you 
from any oath or moral obligation ?” No one would 
ever ask such questions who ever read any Catholic 
work, or knew any thing about the Catholic religion. 


This notice in the “ Daily,” however, called forth 
“ Republicus ” again in the Observer of 4th of Au- 
gust last, in which there appeared the following let- 
ter: 


| 
| Jesuits, intending to ‘ throw dust in the eyes of the 
ipeople.” Now the same may, with as much propri- 
‘ety, be said by the Catholics of any protestant work. 
|| A protestant would no doubt consider it very absurd 
on the part of a Catholic, if, when in arguing with 


him on the grounds of his religion, the protes- 





*It is well known that similar slang and gross falsehood 
were written and preached, by a Calvinistic Minister in this ci- 
ty, last winter, and that the tables were most victoriously tur- 
ned upon him and his disorganizing crew. ‘‘ The authentic 
documents to which ‘‘ Republicus’? (lucusa non lucendo) al- 
ludes may and must be fairly set down as authentic falsehoods, 


Rome.” Heretics, have in every age of the Saviour’s Church 
been very expert at such work ; nor have Calvinists been an 
exception to the rule. This, Republicus weil knows : but it 
would.be dangerous, indeed destruction to his trade to ac- 
knowledge it.—Eds. Intel. 








fabricated by heretics, like his ‘‘ Canons of the Church of 


| well known to be one of the Presbyterian clergymen 
‘of Rochester, under the specious name of “ Repub- 
\licus,” and through the medium of your paper, ad- 
| dressed several letters last year, to the Rev. M. 
|| MeN., Catholic pastor in this village, endeavoring 
to prove to him, as he pretended, the errors of the 
Roman Catholic Church, and the evil tendency of 
|its doctrines; butin the present communication 
‘which he has made to you, I beg leave to say, that 
|| your Rev. correspondent is neither candid nor just ; 
| for, in order to gloss over his own statements, and to 
|\make it appear that he was quite triumphant and 
|encountered no opposition, he asserts in the present 
j|communication what is not true ; for he states that 
|/of these letters “ the Rev. gentleman (that is, Mr. 
|| MeN ) took no notice.” And you too, Mr. Editor, 
chime in with your Rev. correspondent in the same 
statement, for you say in your article on the subject, 
‘that Mr. McNamara “ shrunk from an examination 
lof the merits of the question at issue !!’? Now, Mr. 
Editor, you know the contrary to be the fact, and 
so does your correspondent. You both know, that 
on the appearance of these letters, Mr. McN’ ad- 
dressed a letter to you and which appeared in your 
paper, in which he stated that if the person who ad- 
| dressed these letters to him under the fictitious name 
of “ Republicus” would declare his real name, he 
would then answer them and shew the falsity and ab- 
surdity of his statements; and this your Rev. cor- 
respondent refused to do ; and this you call ‘“ shrink- 
ing from an examination of the merits of the ques- 
tion at issue !!’’ In my humble opinion, nothing 
could be more correct than the conduct of Mr. Mc- 
Namara in this matter, and nothing more cowardly 
and unprincipled than the conduct of your corres- 
pondent. He, under a fictitious name, attacks 
Mr. McNamara personally, on the subject of his re- 
ligion. His was not an address to the public on 
the subject of the Catholic religion, nor even a letter 
to you as Editor of the Observer, but letters addres- 
sed to a private individual, and being so, maintain 
that he was bound by every principle of honor, when 
called upon, to come forward and declare to the pub- 
lic his real name, and his not doing so, can be :t- 
tributed only to his consciousness of the wexk»€ss 
of the cause he has espoused, and his dreading the 

consequences of the disgraceful defeat, that '¢ most 

undoubtedly would have sustained. ‘Thi !3 the 

natural conclusion to be drawn from suc’ Conduct. 

But Mr. Editor, for a moment reverse th ©48e, and 

let us suppose that Mr. McNamara ure? seme fic- 

titious signature, should, in the “© nited States 
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Catholic press,” the “ Truth Teller,” the Catholic 
Sentinel,”’ or any other of the numerous and talent-' 
ed Catholic papers published throughout the Union, ; 
address a series of letters to any of the distinguished | 
presbyterian clergymen of this village, such for in-, 
stance as the Rev. Joseph Penny, D. D. or any oth- 
er, shewing to him the many errors into which the 





is not altogether impervious to reason—if, as Shake- 
speare says— 
‘* If it be made of penetrable stuff, 
If damned custom have not braz’d it so, 
That it be proof and bulwark against sense.”’ 
I shall undertake, to use the learned gentleman’s 
own phraseology, to show him how Ae has been 





Protestants ha-e fallen, proving that their doctrines |‘ cheated into so good an opinion of his religion,” 
were contrary to revealed religion and abounding | and still further will show him how he has been 
with absurdities, and that the Catholic, was the on- | “cheated” into so bad an opinion of mine. And as 
ly pure and undefiled religion which our blessed | preliminary to this, I beg to put a few queries to yon 
Saviour taught us to follow ; and suppose that when | and also to your correspondent, which latter, I pre- 
called upon to declare his real name in order that''sume, you will have in your power to forward to him, 
his letters might be answered, Mr. McNamara refus- |and enable him to answer in your next paper, as, 
ed, what would yousay then? You would then in-|| from his addressing you “ Dear Sir,” I suppose you 
deed be entitled to say that the Catholics “shunned | are on an intimate footing with one another. He 
the light,” and “ shrunk from an examination of the || has ample time to make up his mind on the subject 
merits of the question ;” and I have no doubt that, || previous to the publication of your next paper. For 
in your usual style, you would heap upon them every ; my part, I have lost no time in replying to your 
sort of invective and abuse you were master of. But, correspondent’s letter. I received your paper, which 
the Catholics don’t shun the light like your corres-,, was published yesterday forenoon, only last night. 
pondent, or fight the battles of their faith under a | In the first place, then you invite me in the arti- 
masked battery ‘There is not one individual Cath-| cle you have published to come forward and “ inves- 
olic who would not cheerfuily come forward in his' tigate the merits of the question”—and hope that I 
true name and character to defend his holy religion will not decline the examination which you say 1 
when it was attacked, assured as he is of the firm; have “so vauntingly challenged.” Now, am I to) 
and everlasting foundation upon which his religious understand from this that your paper is to be opened 
faith is built. The Catholics are too confident in to discussion on the subject, and that I am to be al- 
the truth of their cause to resort to the same dis-| lowed to publish a reply in your columns to any ar- 
graceful means that are used by every unprincipled | ticle that your correspondent may publish in his real 
defamer of private character ; by every literary black-' name ?—This I think almost an unnecessary ques- 
guard or assassin, who pours his poison into tlve pub- || tion, as I cannot*believe that you mean that I am to 
lic ear, (while the hand that administers it is hid in | be at the expense of publishing any thing I may 
obscurity,) who stabs in the dark at the reputation | write in answer to your correspondent, as an adver- 
of his unoffending victims and makes his vile at-| tisement, as I did my last notice, while your columns 
tacks more odious and disgusting by sheltering him-, are open to your correspondent gratis ! ! 
self under the sacred liberty of the press, constitut-|, In the next place, will your correspondent declare 
ing it the vehicle of anonymous slander and calum- his real name to the public, and thus put himself up- 
ny, and thus prostituting its high office, polluting | on the same footing with his antagonist, and thus at 
its columns, and degrading its dignity. es same time give weight and responsibility to 
Had Mr. McNamara imprudently answered these oe he we Me Fe ae his real name; 
letters of “‘ Republicus” he would have been placed | ut dispense with, if be wit avow his being a cler- 
P : ar" ||gyman of the Presbyterian church. Ifhe does either 
on most unequal grounds in the contest ; in fact he Rihenk § aepaniinadeineidieeeed 
would have been fighting with a shadow who would cg : y nr onosianeted 
, meer n the third place, supposing your correspondent 
vanish when he had discomfitted him, and Jeave him entianntetiiieesiiiines a ies : pipe 
in total darkness as to the religion, character, or . : ss, oe oe ee oS, 





: yi 4 ae what shape this controversy shou 6 
reputation of him with whom he had maintained : 7 . y Id commence. The 
: . letters which your correspondent addressed to Mr. 
such a contest:—and, besides, this correspondent r : , ianaey | 
: . eer ig, a McNamara, and which I suppose consisted chiefly 
of yours who is so much afraid of the light, might, : . : rs : 
4 a : of attacks on the Catholic religion, I have not in my | 
under his assumed name, make any assertion or ors 
. - ie possession, nor do I recollect much about them, hav-| 
throw out any imputation he chose with periect se- * ee : ; | 
) ; s : d .,. | ing paid little attention to them at the time. But 
curity; whereas Mr. McNamara as a known indi-' | ® ad 
. a 4 at any rate, as these letters are addressed to a pri- 
vidual, and as a minister of the church, would not eae . : ‘ : 
, age 0 | vate individual, I would feel a delicacy in taking up- 
only be responsible in his own private person for oneiewtunives thems. | tesdies comment tn 
every statement he made, but would be considered q ; 





by the public as the authorised defender of the: 
Catholic church. Now, [ will here appeal to the 
common sense of every honest man, if the conduct 
of your Rev. correspondent was honeét, candid, just, 
or even christian like conduct. He pretends to be: 
the champion of Protestantism, and yet is ashamed, 


to appear so to the worid in his own true character. || 


He is a christian minister, and yet before the world; 
is ashamed to own his Lord, to defend his cause, | 
and maintain the glory of his cross. J#e pretends 
to be a supporter and a vindicator of the liberties 
of his country, and yet in such a glorious cause—a 
cause Whose supporters are enrolled in the records 
of imperishable fame and glory—be is afraid that 
his name should be known, while under the wily 
signature of ‘‘ Republicus” he insidiously strikes at | 
the root of every free and republican form of gov- 
ernment, and would fain bring back to disgrace our | 


happy country, the intolerance of past ages, when || 


persecution and torture, the fire and the faggot were | 
the weapons which such religious bigots were author- | 
ised to wield. And yet after all this, Mr. Editor, 
you say “ Republicus will, we have no doubt, give 
fair play.” If we are allowed to judge from his pre- 


vious conduct and his present communication to you, || 


we would be very skeptical on that point. But I 


shall soon put his “fair play,” as you elegantly ex-|: 


press it, to the test. 


Your correspondent very politely undertakes, if I 
don’t choose to remain blinded, as he says, to ‘* draw 
aride the veil and show me how I have been cheated | 
intathe good opinion I entertain” of my religion. | 
Now,J will not be behind in politeness with the! 
Rev. eeonen, andI here undertake, unlearned 
and unlytered as I am, if he will first cast aside the | 
thick mati jn which he thinks he has shrouded 
-his person@ydentity, I shall then endeavor to throw 

aside the thi\er mantle of prejudice and bigotry in 
wijich his re2S4 seems enveloped ; and if his mind 








a 


|| Mr. B. against Republicus, we shall leave him to 


your correspondent will, through the medium of 
your paper, throw into some other form, those state- 
ments and arguments of his, by which he says he 
will be able to “ demonstrate that the Roman Cath- 
olic is hostile to our liberties, and calculated to keep 
its people in a condition of intellectual and moral 
degradation.” 

If your correspondent will comply with my de- 
|mands as to his real name, and you will forward this: 
discussion by allowing both sides of the question to 
be stated in the columns of your paper, I have on- 
ly to express a hope that the controversy will be 
conducted with fairness, impartiality, coolness, and 
‘candor. 1am not aware that in the present commu- 
nication I have used any harshness towards you 
or your correspondent ; but if I had, it would have 
‘been perfectly excusable, and authorised by the con- 
duct of your correspondent. I am, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, - 
| JAMES BUCHAN. 

The Editor ofthe Observer headed the above let- 
\ter, ‘‘ Popery,” in large characters. So much for 
‘this Editor’s Christian politeness. I wonder if he 
would like, in sending an article in defence of his 
‘creed to a Catholic paper, to see it in the same way 
under the caption ““ HERESY.” 

He also inserted the following article on this let- 
ter: 
| ‘The communication of Mr. Buchan, which will 
‘be found in another column ofthis paper, is just 
.such an article as we should not publish were it 
|written by any one calling himself a Protestant— 
‘but coming as it does from a Catholic, we give it 
| without hesitation or reluctance. The charges of 


‘answer. We are pleased to see a Catholic come 


out in vindication of his tenets, as it gives our 
readersan opportunity of seeking both sides. 
Mr. Buchan’s communication will be cheerfully 


They must not be imdecently personal, nor extend 
to more than a column in length!—In a private note, 
Mr. Buchan requests us to send him a proof of his 
communication, if we insert them, the day previous 
to publication. This we cannot do—it is an incon- 
venience to which we cannot subject ourselves. His 
articles shall be carefully read by copy, and while 
written in as fair a hand as the present, there will 
be no difficulty in avoiding mistakes.” 

He here lays down that there should be no inde- 
cent personalities contained in my letters ;—Now, 
as it will be seen from the following letter, his Rev. 
correspondent is the first to break through the stip- 
ulation, which I suppose he meant to apply to his, 
as well as to my communications ; and yet notwith- 
standing, he allows his letter without any comment, 
a place in his paper. But such are the tactics of 
these unprincipled fanatics : they allow themselves 
to abuse these Catholics in every way they can think 
of, circulating the most atrocious calumnies against 
them, but they will not allow a Catholic to. reply or 
retaliate. 

The letter alluded to was inserted.in the Obser- 
ver of the 18th of August last, and is as follows : 

To the Editor of the Rochester Observer. 

Dear Sir,—I perceive that the Mr. Buchan, who 
came out a few days ago in the Advertiser, repeat- 
ing the Rev. M. McNamara’s addresses to the pub- 
lic on the subject of slanders against the Roman 
Catholic Church, has becomea correspondent of 
yours, and though, in the Advertiser, he modestly 
disclaimed ability for controversy, yet now, in the 
Observer, he forgets his diffidence, grounds the 
gauntlet, proclaims the terms, brandishes his blade, 
and really appears a veritable champion. Were I 
bent upon war, Sir, I should surely choose to fight 
in your lists, for they seem.to have a magical effect 
ona man’s courage. But your correspondent’s 
sptrit has led him into a mistake not unlike Don 
Quixotte’s, who went to fighting with the harmless 
wind-mill, when it was only grinding corn for the 
benefit of the country, mistaking it for a giant 
knight brandishing his sword for chivalrous and 
mortal combat. The habits and duties of our re- 
publicanism are equally foreign to the spirit and 
language of the ancient tournament, and its modern 
subgitutes,chivalous countries, prize-fighting, public 
boxing, and cock-fighting. The very terms are be- 
come obsolete among us, and we can hear the adept 
ring changes on “ coward,” “ blackguard,” and 
** assassin,” without any other emotion than a pity 
that common sense and civilization should make 
such slow advances. Men of the latter stamp can- 
not or will not understand why we prefer quietly ex- 
amining facts relating to the welfare of our country, 
to the eclat of stripping ourselves stark naked and 
boxing a good bout with them in a ring, or taking a 
match’ at billingsgate with the weapons which they 
use 

Your new correspondent is one of those who is 
not suited with a cool comparison of principles ; un- 
less he can mingle personalities with the discussion ; 
one with whom truth is truth or falsehood accor- 
ding to the name and authority under whi.h it 
comes to him. And yet his clamor for my name 
at present, or rather Mr. McNamara’s demand, (for 
this is but the same which he made and I noticed a 
year ago,) plainly proceeds from another motive, viz : 
that of diverting attention from the subject to cir- 
cumstances. Bear with me a moment in demon- 
strating this, as this is the last time I shall be diver- 
ted from the subject itself, to notice either Mr. B. 
or any of his cavils, unless he thinks fit to take the 
ground of facts and honest argumeuts. 

Mr. McNamara addressed a communication to 
the public and volunteering to furnish you; the Edi- 
tor of the Observer, with expositions of the princi- 
ples of the Roman Catholic Church if you shouid 
desire it. You diddesire it. He refused to tultit 
his promise ;—Why? Because sulsequently one 
Republicus wrote an article for your paper on that 
subject, and did not give his real name. The rea- 
son offered by him and Mr. B. tor not pleading on 
the indictment of slander, which they themselves 
bring, is, because I am anonymous. But is this the 
truereason? You, Sir, to whom the expositions 
were offered before they heard of Republicus, are 
not anonymous. Why could he not meet your de- 
mand? Oh, that Republicus will not give bis prop- 
er name, therefore I am not bound to fulfil my prom- 
ise to the public and to Mr. Chipman. 

But again. ° Mr.. McNamara addressed his com- 
munication to the public. Ifit called fora reply, 
who ought to reply? Did Mr. McNamara mean to 








given in this paper, with the following restrictions. 


select a correspondent that could pot speak, and so 
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end have the opportunity of speaking for both, himself? ||so demean himself, asto become the author of such||swer his own purposes. 1 have explained how I 
te, I replied to him in the character and name of the|/a silly, ridiculons, and sophistical production as the!|used the terms “ literary blackguard and assassin,” 
his correspondent he selected, and my easy task was/|present, containing low attempts at wit, without|| which in fact are scarcely strong enough expressions 
ous to exhibit the well-known principles of our republi-|;meaning and without point, and arguments, if in-'|in speaking of the miscreants to whom! alluded, 
on- can institutions, in contrast with the principles of||deed, they can be honored with such a name, which'|and as to the word “coward,” which you Reverend 
His the Roman Catholic Church, quoted chapter and|/every man of common sense, must at once see the |correspondent pretends to quote from my letter, 
hile verse from the authorised writings of the Roman/|jfutility of: a production, in fact, which the veriest there is no such word in it. Now, he tells us, in 
will Catholic Church. Mr. MeN. did not dare to call in|}school-boy would be ashamed of ; and with disgust, |the profundity of his erudition and research, that 
question either the one or the other, in the one re-|/to see a clergyman so degrade his character and | such was the language used in ancient tourni ments, 
\de- joinder which he made. He could not. He was'/|holy office, by such an indecent production as his |and that to use it, is foreign to our duties and hab- 
ow, manifestly disappointed when he found that hiscor-/|present letter. It must necessarily, give every one |its as republicans! Oh, ancient chivalry, of which 
ev. respondent the Public hada tongue—and that the|/who has read it, a very poor idea of his intellect, and | poets have sung, and good men have praised, how 
tip- broad features of public character might be drawn|/a very bad opinion of his principles. I would earn- art thou belied by this thick-skulled son of Calvin, 
his, by any body so as to be recognized by all, and it//estly beg to reeommend to the Reverend gentle-. when he bestows upon thy high-minded knights, 
ith- matters not a straw who the painter was. He was/|man’s perusal, the elegant letter of his Reverend | who went forth to fight inthe cause of iniured inno- 
ont, also mute about the quotations, because the only ||brother, Mr. Eddy of Canadagua, (which immedi-'|cence, of the oppressed and defenceless, the same 
of alternative was to admit them, and so give up the|/ately follows in your last number.) on the “necessi- epithets that we apply to the bandit or bravo! 
ves charge of slander, or deny their correctness, and|jty in the present age of a thoroughly enlightened) Our ancestors must have had a very different 
ink risk being confounded with the originals. (By the||and educated ministry,” for your Reverend corres- | meaning attached to the words if they did so apply 
inst way, while complaining of the want of responsibility pondent isa woful example to the contrary ; aad 1:\them:—But what is more new and extraordinary 
or in Republicus, why dont they try the experiment of|/would also, at the same time, beg the Reverend still, he tells us that “ prize-fighting, public boxing, 
denying the truth of his quotations—this will be an|/ gentleman to contrast his conduct with that of Mr. and cock-fighting,” are the “modern substitutes” 
sers easy way of destroying his credit, or discovering his||Eddy, who, when communicating his notions on the) for the ancient tournament, and that in these the 
: name.) subject of religion to the public, seeks not the pro- |same terms are used. I should consider the terms 
Why, Sir, every child knows that when a cause|;tection of an anonymous communication, but like a “literary blackguard and assassin,” even there inap- 
vho rests on facts and not on personal testimony, it is||true minister of Christ, boldly comes forward in his’ plicable ; but though I have read something of an- 
pate perfectly immaterial what his name is, who directs|/real name and character. But the reasons of your cient chivalry, I am totally unacquainted with what 
ub- the public eye to the things themselves. Where||correspondent’s anxiety to preserve his incognito the Reverend gentleman calls its “‘ modern substi- 
nan this is done, the public can look at them for them-|/are too obvious, too palpable, not at once to be per- tutes ;” totally disapproving of them, and never 
of selves, and judge for themselves. It isonly where|/ceived. Truth is powerful and will prevail. He |baving witnessed one in my life. I shall, therefore, 
stly men bring forward in argument, matters of which! knows, notwithstanding all his blustering, that the on this point submit to his greater experience and 
the they are the sole witnesses themselves, such as the | Catholics have truth upon their side, and he knows knowledge of these modern substitutes, which he 
the Irish massacre story, which Mr. McNamara employ- || that it is impossible for him to establish his proposi- has doubtless gleaned among his few Presbyterian 
de, ed with me, and the Limerick burial story, with)|tions by honest arguments. Your Reverend cor- brethren in the Catholic country, from which he 
» J which he met the broad notoriety of Italian Roman. |/respondent is quite right, indeed, when he com- ‘comes, at their fairs, and merry-makings, which I 
ght ism, reported by our fellow-citizen, B. It is in||pares my attack on the wind-mill ; for, at first, 1 have no doubt he regularly attended, when there, in 
ect such cases only, that the name of an informant is of||really thought him capable of holding an argument, a somewhat less elevated station than he is at _pres- 
it’s any moment. Yet this isthe point on which your|| but I now find I have been mistaken, and 1 perceive ent. What a pity hedid not, instead of “ wasting 
Jon Mr. B. hopes to raise dust enough to cover @ retreat. ||that he is only capable of producing wind, or words his sweetness on our desert air,” continue where he 
ess Look at thisin the shape of an argument. ' Repub-|| without meaning. was, where there issuch an excellent field for his 
the licus is an anonymous writer, therefore the quota- Your Reverend correspondent’s letter I consider labors—were there are nearly eight millions of his 
ant tions he makes from the Canons and decrees of||almost unworthy an answer. I appeal to the pub- ‘fellow-countrymen still in the bondage of the Cath- 
ind Councils, (even if in the very words,) are no longer ||lic whether he has answered my letter in any one olic religion and remaining to be converted. What 
re- the canons and decrees—or, if they be, they prove'/particular. He refuses to avow his name or his might not have been expected from such a bold 
ind nothing. Let us look at this stale subterfuge in the|/clerical profession, without stating a single reason and learned champion of protestant supremacy 1— 
rn light of anexample. The proper officer is informed, || for it. But the Reverend gentleman is mistaken if How easily could he have convinced his countrymen 
lic by some one, call him Republicus, that in such a \he thinks that the author of the letters of“ Repub- that in achieving their civil and religious freedom, 
be- field aud such a part of a field, a dead body will be/|licus,” is as yet unknown tothe public. [ believe they were, to use the learned gentleman’s own 
ept found, bearing marks of violence, and inducing!the greater proportion of the mbhabitants of ‘this words, “ sinking themselves into a state of intellec- 
ind strong suspicion of foul deeds committed, that de-j|village are as certain who the author is, as tual and moral degradation ;” and that the breaking 
ity mand an inquest.—Now, suppose at this point aif he had put his real name to the letters; and of the civil chains which bound them, on account of 
ike grave advocate should step up and accost the officer, ||the finger of scorn ought ever after this to be their religion, was only the commencement of dan- 
an with great seriousness and passion, “Sir, beware | pointed at him as the promulgator of doctrines which ger to their rights and liberties. 
ex- what you do—that informant has not given you his’ he does not practise. 1 shall not, however, hu- But your Reverend correspondent is a very unob- 
ry, name—your dignity forbids you to take the least no-|| mor the Reverend gentleman, by coming out as a trusive and inoffensive man! He says, he “ prefers 
nd tice of his information ;—he is Anonymous, Sir, he || butt for the Reverend gentleman to shoot his pois- Quier.y examining facts relating to the welfare of 
ya is anonymous.” Ay, but says the officer, “He re-| ened arrows at, from behind the odious covert he our couutry.” Very quietly indeed! I have no 
ey ports matters which will prove or disprove them- || has chosen for himself ; but never venture afier this, doubt the Reverend gentleman finds it rather un- 
selves, if we only take the trouble of looking into the i Mr. Editor, to say, that “ the Catholic shuns the pleasing to have his opinions opposed and scrutiniz- 
is field he mentions.” No, no,” says the advocate: || light,” or “shrinks from an examination ofthe mer- ed, and should prefer that his anonymous publica- 
in- “[ insist upon it, that you stir not a step in this its of the question.” * tions should be listened to and believed as quietly 
vn matter till that informant gives his proper name, or You. Mr. Editor, in your previous paper, state, as as his Sunday orations are heard by his flock. Nay, 
or- at least tell us something by which we can find it |a condition of the insertion of my letters on this sub-. I will exculpate the gentleman from any desire to 
it out—lI am interested, and you have my name, let) ject, in your paper, that they must not be indecent- have his opinions circulated farther than his own 
me him give his It is a cowardly thing to furnish such ly personal — You need not be afraid, Sir, fur I can (flock, and I verily believe all he wants is, to be able 
for information with such circumstances, without giving assure vou, [ kuow nothing, and wish to know no- quietly to gull them while they continue to fatten 
da his name. Oh! Liberty! dear Liberty! how art ||thing of your personal character and conduct, and ‘him. 
Tae thou abused, tocloak over such conduct. Spirit of |have no wish, however indefensible they may be, of | As to his version of the story of his letters to Mr. 
ire Church and State! what shall become of us, when attacking them. Our cause requires not the weap- McNamara, and Mr. McNamara’s conduct in ref- 
on- aman may actually call the public attention to facts ons of scurrility and abuse, which your Reverend erence to them, I am sorry to be obliged to say, that 
er- that Mr. Officer, if that coward would give but his corresnoudent appears so dexterously to handle. If the Reverend gentleman, as in his last letter, does 
B. name, I could descant upon it, and tell you so many || you spoke of your Reverend correspondent, as well not tell the truth. The facts were substantially as 
the anecdotes about names of that kind, (for I suspect ||as for yourself, you had perhaps more occasion for ‘I have stated them in my first letter. But on this 
the kind at least) and T could report to you so many /|insisting on such a condition. But neither need pvint I shall say nothing—I have nothing whatever 
to shocking scenes that have come under my observa-|| your correspondent be afraid.—Although I might, to do with Mr. McNamara in this matter ;—I mere- 
di- tion away in other countries that you would not |be perfectly justified in resorting to personalities, as|/ly state the fact, and for the truth refer to the file of 
ci- think of that body till the crows have carried it off, || he has endeavored to do in his present letter, I do|/ the Rochester Observer itself 
sid or somebody had decently buried it:—and thus we)|not wish to return evil for evil, or adopt so undigni-|| I have now only to notice the notable argument 
tik save the community from noise, and all our dignity | fied a course as he has taken ; and despise the vile '|of your Reverend correspondent by which he at- 
ne frum this—O this Anonymous. Yours, &c., jinsinuation which your Reverend correspondent |' tempts to prove that an anonymous writer is as good 
hat REPUBLICUS. || throws out against my private character in the first'|as any other, and illustrates his doctrine by com- 
2a- How insidiously this wily presbyterian endeav- | part of his letter. He knows perfectly well that my || paring it to the case of a man finding a person mur- 
on ors to attack my private character, in the first aig benmrpoond is far above such imputations. If I ap-;'dered in afield, and informing the proper magis- 
jes of this letter! He speaks of “ adepts in cock-fight plied the words “literary blackguard and assassin” || trate of the fact. Ihad read this part of your cor- 
he ing, public boxing,” &c., and “ men of such a stamp to the wounders of private character in anonymous, respondent's letter several times before I could com- 
ns not understanding him,” &c., evidently pointing at|! communications through the press, (and where is the ;| prehend the meaning ofit, or perceive its applicabil- 
ire me as a * man of of such a stamp.” I immediately | man except your reverend correspondent, who dares ||ity, nor am I quite sure that I understand it yet. He 
Je- addressed the following letter to the Editor of the |to say that they ought to be viewed in any other||comes forward with a proposition to ‘‘ demonstrate 
p= Observer : light?) I think I would not be justified in apply-||that the Roman Catholic religion is hostile to our 
m- To the Editor of the Rochester Observer. 'ing the same terms to your Reverend correspondent | liberties, and calculated to keep its people ina con- 
Sir,—I have read the letter of * Republicus” in '|since in his present letter he has so well imitated the || dition of intellectual and mora! degradatica.” That 
m- your last paper, (which you call a reply to my let-| conduct of such unprincipled persons. But I cans|/is to say, that the religion of nearly the whole of his 
ly, ter,) with surprise and disgust ; surprise, that one, |not help admiring the dexterity of your correspon-||countrymen—of the greatest religious denomination 
to who, I have always been told, was a man who preteri-||dent, in endeavoring to twist the plain meaning of||in the Union—of enlightened Frasce—of, in fact, 
so ded to learning, & great scientific knowledge, should ''a sentence in my last letter in order to make it ow nine tenths of Christendom has such a tendency ; 
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and this isto do, inthe same way as one, who 
having seen a murdered body lying in a field, goes 
to inform a magistrate, and asks him to come and 
inspect it! ! This flustration is so silly and Judi- 
crous beyond every thing, that it is beneath any 
one to take notice of it. 

And now I have done with your Reverend cor- 
respondent, nor do I intend taking any farther notice 
of him. He may, after this, circulate what calum- 
nies against the Catholics he pleases, under the 
name of“ Republicus.” or any other that may suit 
his fancy. He may call them “ beasts’’ “ idolaters,”’ 
and some other name rather noxious to female deli- 
cacy, which I do not choose to mention ; but which 
your correspondent and some of his sect are in the 
daily practice of using, in their great christian 
zeal and charity against their Catholic fellow-citi- 
zens. But, after this, ifeven his own sect shall 
give any credit to his assertions they are greater 
fools than I take them to be. 

You, Mr. Editor, | perceive have reprinted the 
Hon. Mr. Barnard’s letter from Italy, and both 
you and your correspondent have triumphantly re- 
ferred to them. Iam grieved to see an American 
statesman attempt to palm such absurdities upon the 
public, as he has done in his two last letters. He 
must have a high opinion of their gullibility, if he 
thinks they can swallow such monstrous untruths. 
He goes to the continent of Europe, and stays about 
two weeks in Italy, viewing every thing he sees 
with the jaundiced eye of prejudice, and comes and 
tells us amongst other things that the “ great pro- 
portion of those who serve at the altar are infidels !’’ 
Indeed—How did Mr. Barnard find out this I won- 
der during his short stay at Rome? Did the Cath- 
olic clergy come to him and tell him for his inform- 
ation that they were all infidels ;—or, in that coun- 
try where he says the people are in religious bond- 
age, are the priesthood or the people allowed to 
promulgate such notions? After this let us no 
longer upbraid Captain Basil Hall, whom we have 
styled the modern Munchausen, when after taking 
a hop, step, and jump through America, he tells the 
people of England that we are all becoming Unita- 
rians, and that our adoption of such a religion is a 
natural consequence of the principles of our gov- 
ernment. Aslittle and much less could we suppose 
Captain Hall * to be influenced by bigotry or secta- 
rian feelings,” as the Hon. D. D. Barnard. 


And now, M. Editor, as I think this is the last 
time I shall ever address you’on this subject, let 
me advise you, after this, just to let the Catholics 
alone. Whatearthly end have you or has your 
Reverend correspondent in view, in those repeated 
attacks on your Catholic fellow-citizens ? Do you 
think that you will be able to bring them under the 
same legal disabilities as their brethren were till 
lately in the mother country ! Before you can do 
that, Mr. Editor, you must totally do away with the 
free and glorious constitution of our country ; and 


you may as well attempt to move the world as to do} 


this. But do youthink Mr. Editor, that by such a- 
buse you will be able to make converts to the pro- 
testant faith ;—Oh, no, that is the wrong way to 
make-converts, it only has a contrary effect, If you 
wish to reason with the Catholics on the subject of 
their religion you must speak to them in the chris- 
tian spirit of meekness and charity ; and when once 
you and. your Reverend correspondent are imbued 
with such a spirit 1 shall have some hopes even of 


gion. 


Before I close I havean apology to make to my 
presbyterian fellow-citizens, whose opinions are 
somewhat different from yours, and who seem 
to have taken offence at the notice I inserted in the 
Daily Advertiser. Since I published that notice it 
has been represented to me by several presbyterians 
of this place that I acted improperly in supposing 
and publishing that the opinions and sentiment ex- 
pressed in your paper regarding the Catholies, were 
the opinions and sentiments of the whole presbyte- 
rians here ; for, although your paper pretends to be 
the organ of that religious denomination here, yet 
not the twentieth part or them approved of the at- 
tacks made on their Catholic fellow-citizens through 
the medium of your paper. I certainly did not 
mean to convey the idea, however warmly I might 
. have expressed myself, that I considered the attacks 
as emanating from and approved of by the whole 

‘presbyterian inthis place. Indeed I have not so 
_ bad an opinion of my fellow-citizens, and though 
Tam aware there are some of them that entertain 
the same opinions as you and your correspondent, 


: ‘ 
your becoming converts to our pure and holy reli- [dows chair prasnnge Hem the paper 








yet they forma very insignificant portion of the 
whole. Iam Sir. 
Your obd’t se’vt, JAS BUCHAN. 

This letter of mine, the Editor of the Observer re- 
fused to publish, and his reasons are given in the 
following article. 

“© Popery.” 

We have received a communication from Mr. 
Buchan in answer to the Republicus, but have re 
jturned to the writer as unfit for the columns of the 
‘Observer.* We have invited Mr Buchan or any 
‘other person disposed to vindicate the tenets and 
|practice of the Romish Church, to communicate 
‘their sentiments through this paper. It will be recol- 
lected that one condition was that the writer should 
not be ‘ indecently personal.’’ 

As Mr. B. totally disregarded the condition in the 
article which he has sent us, we feel ourselves en- 
tirely exonerated from the promise which we gave. 
We hope that Mr. B. will, in some way, give this 
article to the public, as it will not only vindicate 
us from any blame for its rejection, but will most 
clearly show the spirit and the weapons which 
Catholics use to sustain that corrupt church. 

We still invite them to come out with facts and 
‘arguments, and promise that no correspondent shall 
‘be permitted through the columns of this paper, to 
‘use any other weapons against them. 

This we do not expect them to do. They dare 
not trust their cause on such conditions before an 
enlightened community. Their people would read. 
and their servile acquiescence the tpse dizit of their 
priests might be shaken. Perhaps this is slander. 
If it is let them prove it by an appeal to arguments 
drawn from Scripture. Let them not accuse their 
silence by saying that Republicus or any other wri- 
ter is anonymous. The Religion of the Bible (the 
religion of Catholics if theirs is the true religion) 
does not depend for its truth upon the names of men. 
Republicus we have no doubt would long since 
have given his real name had he not known the 
disposition of those against whom he was writing, 
to resort to low scurrility and personal abuse, instead 
of taking the manly and christian course of relying 
upon the soundness of their faith and the defensi- 
bility of their cause. 

We repeat it again, the columns of the Observer 
are open to a vindication of the faith and practices 
of the Catholic Church. 

The Editor here very inconsistently exprosses a 
desire to see my letter published and yet refuses to 
publish it himself. While he expressed sucha de- 
sire he well knew the difficulties which existed in 
the way of publishing my letter in any other paper 
here, regarding which I have now to state to the 
public, some facts which have lately come to 








| 
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|my knowledge, and which will shew them the dom- 


ineering, and tyrannical influence attempted to be 
exercised by a party of presbyterians of this place, 
upon the public press. 

My first notice to the public, inserted in the 
Daily, was printed and published as an advertise- 
ment, and regularly charged against me as such by 
the publishers,they refusing to publish it in any oth- 
er way!! Immediately after its appearance, several 
influential presbyterians in this village called on the 
publishers and upbraided them bitterly for publish 
ing such an advertisement, aud threatened if they 
should insert any such thing in their paper again, 
even as an advertisement, they would wholly with- 
This it would 
appear had its intended effect on the publishers. 

After the Editor of the Observer refused to pub- 
lish my l-tter, I immediately determined to submit 
it to the public through the Daily as an advertise- 
ment, although the expense would be very great. 
[ accordingly took the fetter to the publishers of the 
Daily, prefixed with a short narrative of the circum- 
stances which obliged me to submit it to the public 
in that form. The publishers read it and to my 
surprise demurred about printing it, without giving 
any satisfactory reason for their so doing. On this 
[I remonstrated with them on the subject, and show- 
ed them the unreasonableness of their conduct, not 
being aware at that time of what means had been 
used to deter them from the publication. I showed 
them in the first place, that I was attacked 
in my private character by this letter of “Republicus,” 
and wasentitled to have my reply as public as his let- 
ter; in the next place, that they were not responsi- 
ble for any thing that was published in their paper 
as an advertisement ; that my letter could never ap- 
pearas if they had any connexion with it; and that 
there was nothing in it but what was perfeetly jus- 
tifiable and warranied by the letter of “ Republicus.” 








Vou. ITE, 
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They were convinced of all this but it was not the 
terms of the letter that they could object to. They 
were placed in a dilemma between their duty as pub- 
lic advertisers, and their interest. If they inserted 
such an advertisement they would lose their support 
of those presbyterians who had already threatened 
them, and who might the very next day get sub- 
scriptions withdrawn from the paper to the extent 
of $200 or $300 and thus perhaps ruin the paper 
altogether. For my own part I felt exceedingly for 
the situatiou in which the publishers (whom I res- 
‘pect, were placed, and were it not for the imperi- 
ous duty which I owed to myself and to my Catholic 
brethren I would not have insisted on their publish- 
ing it They took two whole days to decide upon it, 
and at last they informed me that they had de- 
termined to publish it, telling me, however, “it would 
ring in their ears through the whole village, when 
it appeared.” The same night their intention was 
communicated to me, I called at their office for a 
proof, and found, indeed, that the letter had been 
set up in type, and a proof struck off, but that they 
had since changed their minds, (for what reason I 
know not,) and had determined not to publish it! I 
then requested their reason in writing ; but, at 
this request, they were a little puzzled how to act. 
The first wrote a letter stating that they did not con- 
sider my last letter warrantable by the last of “ Re- 
publicus.’’ But, on reflection, they found they 
could not say this, and this letter was destroyed. 
They then wrote another assigning some other rea~ 
son, but that was also destroyed. At last, not 
not knowing in fact what to say, they took till the 
next day to consider of their reasons, and at last 
wrote to me as follows :-—‘‘ We return you your let- 
ter; and as you have requested our reasons for not 
publishing it, would state that though we would 
willingly give an individual or a society the privil- 
ege of defending themselveswhen unjustly asper- 
sed, yet we could not publish an article even as an 
advertisement reflecting so severely as yours does 
on a rest ectable society and their pastor! !’” This 
isno excuse at all, and indeed states what is not 
true in point of fact, for, however severely my letter 
may reflect on their pastor, there is no reflection on 
his congregation, many of whom I highly respect 








byterians, entertaining the same opinion as their 
pastor, lL would have been perfectly justified, for 
they not only bitterly attack all Catholics, but in- 
sist upon depriving them of their civil rights and lib- 
erty —And, in this spirit they have exercised their 
undue influence over the publishers of the Roches- 
ter Daily Advertiser, 

There is no saying to what extent these sectarian 
and bigotted feelings thus displayed may be carried, 
when they are thus approved of and incited by one 
oftheir head pastors, here From the meeting- house 
they will extend to all transactions of life. Nay, I 
solemnly believe that if a Catholic were tried betore 
a jury of such presbyterians, in this village, at the 
suit ofa presbyterian, justice would not be render- 
edtohim. And no one, indeed, denies that these 
|presbyterians here would not vote for a Catholic 
‘candidate fora seat in the legislature, or for any 
|public office. They would not only not vote for him, 
; but would exert all their influence to prevent his be- 
ing returned, and that purely on the score of rel:- 
gion. And if this is not persecution against the 
, Catholics for their religious opinions, what is it? I[t 
is not indeed, persecution by law, for that luckily 
is now taken out of the power of those religious 
fanatics, but in effect it is the same thing —And 
yet these people pretend to be Christians! But 
say they, “ Your religion is dangerous to our li- 
berties.” Can any beso silly as tv bcheve this? 1f 
they do, we have only .to refer them to_his- 
tory, to satisfy them thatthey are wrong. Were 
they not Catholics who extorted from Kiug John of 
England, Magna Charta, the basis of British liber- 
ty? Was not trial by jury, which has been styl- 
ed the Palladium of Liberty, instituted by Catho- 
lics? Isit not, in fact,to Catholics that we owe 
our whole system of jurisprudence? Have not Cath- 
olics instead of shewing themselves adverse to Liber- 
ty been almost foremost in her ranks? Were not 
our armies filled with Catholics at the time of our 
glorious revolution? In our struggle for liberty at 
that time, were we not assisted by Catholic France ? 
Is not Charles Carroll, the last survivor of those 
noble patriots who signed the Declaration of our In- 
dependence, a Catholic? Are they not Catholics 
who are at present attempting to regenerate Ire- 
Jand and free her from her ingloriousthraldon, and 
are they not protestants who have been, or are still ate 











and esteem But even if I had attacked those pres-- 
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onnie to enslave her? While the protestants of] 
New-England hanged and persecuted Quakers and 
other sectarians, were not the Catholics of Maryland 
the first to grant religious tolerance and freedom to 
every man to worship God in his own way? Was 
it not by Catholics that the late glorious revolution 
in France was accomplished? Are they there 
priest ridden? Are they in “astate of moral and 
intellectual degradation,” as ‘“ Republicus” says ? 
It surely cannot be said that they are in the vicinity 
of Protestants, and that accounts for their free and 
liberal principles! And yet the Editor of the Ob- 
server maintains that they are never good citizens, 
unless they are surrounded by and mix with protes- 
tants. No doubt religion may be made a tool of by 
unprincipled men, under any bad government, but 
undoubtedly cannot under a free government. Those 
who entertain the same notions as are promulgated 
in the Rochester Observer, are the very persons to 
make atool of religion, and unite Church and State, 
as is strongly exemplified in the conduct of those 
persons here, already alluded to. 

After the publishers of the Daily refused to pub- 
lish my letter as an advertisement, I determined on pub 
lishing the whole correspondence, and lay it at once 
before the public in its present shape And now be- 
fore concluding, I have a few words more to say to 
“¢ Republicus” What excuse has he offered for not! 
appearing in propria person? He says that he| 
was afraid of personalities, and “that he would long} 
since have given his real name, had he not KNowN| 
the disposition of those against whom he was writing | 
to resort to low scurrility and personal abuse.” ! !! 

. What right has «* Republicus” to presume this of 
the Catholics against whom he is writing? Or does 
he judge other people’s conduct by his own? Not-| 
withstanding all his deprecations against personal-| 
ities, he is the very first person to use them. His 
conduct in this particular, puts me in mind of a per- 
son who was once brought before a Justice for knock- 
ing a man down upon the streets, and who, on being | 
called upon to answer to the charge, stated that had he| 
not taken the precaution to knock down the plaintiff, | | 
the plaintiff would have knocked him down. But the, 
reason of “‘Republicus” as to personalities, appears 
very singular indeed, when it is recollected that the, 
Editor of the Observer pretended to say, that he: 
would allow nothing to be inserted of a personal na- 
ture, so that there was no possibility of his private} 
character, of which he seems so very tender, being 
attacked. But he was doubly secure on this point, 
for I did not ask the Reverend gentleman’s name. 
I merely asked him to avowthe fact of his being a! 
presbyterian clergymen, and he will do neither the} 
one nor the other!! This pretence of the fear of per-| 
sonality, therefore, must go for nothing, and he has}! 
given us no other reasons for his secrecy. What}! 

must, then, be thought of his conduct as a clergy-| 
man? In my humble opinion, the public actions of| 
a clergyman should be open and in the face of day. 
—He should require no disguise whatever under 
which to promulgate his opinions and sentiments on 
the Christian religion ; far less in promulgating opin-| 
ions, as ‘ Republicus” does, which strike at the) 
rights and liberties of upwards of five hundred thou- 
said American citizens. But, I have been told that | 
‘** Republicus’” was at one time disgracefully defeat- | 
ed ina public disputation which he once maintained 
in his own name, against an anonymous writer, and 
tinat ever since he has been very chary of appearing 
in his real name again. 

Be this as it may, T am determined that I shall not 
ente: the lists in a disputation with ‘“ Republicus” 
or any another anonymous writer, on such an impor- 
tant sdbject asthe present, until these writers give 
their real names. Every one knows the disadvan- 








tages that one labors under in combatting with an a- 
nonymous writer, and none, perhaps, more than does 
**Repnblicus” himself, from experience. 1 had every! 
reason to expect avery different course from the | 
Reverend gentleman than a mere statement of. fucts, | 
as he pretends it was all he intended to give, and his} 
very last letter confirms me in this opinion. 

f now leave the conduct of Republicus to be judg- 
of by the public ; and to them I leave it to say wheth- 
er or not my conduct in this matter has been fair) 
and liberal, while that of Republicus and his satellite | 
the Editor of Observer has been illiberal, unjust, and | 
unchristian like.t oe 

* Because it told the truth, to which it is well known by all | 
who are acquainted with soundScripture, Ecclesiastical History, | 
- Holy Fathers, and Polemical Theology, the columns of the | 

Calvinistic ** Observer’’ are perfect strangers.—Eds. Intel. 


+ There is no man, who loves truth, fears God, and values 
salvation, that bay not, after the perusal of this interesting cor- 
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[We consider the following letter as an apt ap- 
pendage to the preceding correspondence. } 

The Reply of the Rt. Rev D. Kelly, Bishop 
of Dromore, to the Committee of the Society, styl- 
ing itself, “‘ The Newry Reformation Society.” 


Newry, Abbey-yard, 13th March, 


GENTLEMEN,—Letters addressed to the Catholic || gay 
Clergy of this town, purporting .o have issued from \ 
your Committee, have just now been submitted to my 
perusal. ‘These letters state, that it is your request, || _ 
that my Clergy should attend to-morrow in the Par-| 
ish Church, to oppose the arguments of the advo- 
cates of the Protestant Churches, the object of the So- 
ciety being, (as is therein stated) to investigate truth: 
further, your letters state that, as your Society and 
its proceedings have already been denounced in| 
Newry Chapel, you call upon the denouncers to come 
forward in the face of the public to justify that meas- || 
ure. | 

Now, as I deemed it a sacred duty, I owed to!| 
my flock, to denounce your Society and its object, | 
as openly avowed in the public advertisements, that [| 
mightthereby guard them from the principles, by which | 
they would * be tossed to and fro and carried about | 
by ev ery Ww ind of doctrine, by the wickedness of men, | 
||by cunning craftiness, by which they lie in wait ” 
deceive,” (Eph. iv. 14) I do not feel called upon to 
assign reasons in justification of this my conduct, and | 
that of my Clergy. 

Shall we be called on to come forward in the face! 
of the public, to justify our conduct in denouncing| 
to our flock, the spiritual evils resulting from a So-| 
ciety, whose mischievous effect on social order, had 
been, a few days ago, denounced to the nation, in the 
British senate, by the firstlaw officer of the crown, 

as ‘adding another ingredient to the cauldron of evils 
already boiling over in this distracted country ?”’ 
Had your Society consulted, as we do, the peace 
and social intercourse of our Catholic and Protestant 
community, which must be interrupted by your pro- 
ceedings, you would have spared me the trouble of 
assigning the reasons why my Clergy should take no 
notice’ of your impotent attack. 

Being already in possession of that truth, which 
your letters state you are “investigating,” we con- 
sider ourselves better employed in imparting to our 
flock its salutary influence, than spending our time 
in useless discusssions with men, the perpetual Re- 
formers of their own Creed, “Erring and driving 
‘jinto error. 2 Tim, iii. 13. 

For my own part, having read the brief admonition 
given by St. John the Baptist to the Gentlemen of 
the Sword, who, I should, from your placards, sup- 
pose, were to lead on the army of the faith, and hav-_|| 
ing weighed well the more lengthened institutions || 
of St. Paul to Bishops, I conclude that the proposed || 
contest would be at variance with the duties and|| 
station of both one and the other ; for whilst the So/- 
dier is admonished by the Baptist to be content with} 




















'|his pay, (Luke iii. 14.) the Bishop is commanded by | 


St. Paul ‘to rebuke sharply vain talkers and snie 
cers, that they be sound in the faith,” (Tit. a 
—not to cuntend (with them) in words, for it is to no 
profit, but to the subverting of the hearers :—and a-! 
bove all ** to avoid those having indeed an appear- | 
ance of Godliness, but denying the power thereof, | 
for of this sort are they that creep into houses and|| 
lead captive silly women.’ 
AND NEVER ATTAINING TO THE KNOWL-|, 
EDGE OF THE TRUTH,” 2 | 
6 8 | 

Did St. Paul admit Hymeneus and Alexander, “who| 
made Shipwreck concerning the Faith,” to a public} 
controversy, to have it determined by the suffrages of|| 
the crowd, whether he or they had the best claim to|| 
Orthodoxy ? No; he chose a shorter course,—dispos- | 
edofthem in a way more summary, and more be-! | 
coming the dignity of his office, “that they might) 
learn not to blaspheme.”’ 1 Tim. i. 20. 

If such is the manner in which St. Paul treated 
the claims of his own contemporaries, and coevals 
with the establishment of the Church, is it to be}! 
presumed, that he would treat with more indulgence 
a similar claim advanced, for the first time, in the 
16th Century, (being fifteen Centuries too Jate) and | 











| 


Timothy, i i, 5, || pared for the present number, but which will appear in our 


—= 
hold of 300 years, issued A. D. 1535. “ By his Ma- 
jesty’s special command ?” 

I sincerely wish, that the gallant Captains may a- 
bide by the instructions of the Baptists, whislt I am 
determined to be guided by those of St. Paul. 

I have the Honor, to be, Gentleman, 
your obedient and humble Servant, 
T. KELLY, Carnonic Bisnop, &c. 
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On Sunday last, the Catholic Church of South Boston was 
dedicated under the patronage of St. Augustine, to the service 
of Almighty God, by the Right Rev. Bishop Fenwick. The 


morning was most favorable to the occasion. The surroun- 


'ding graveyard was nearly filled with persons who went to wit- 


ness the impressive ceremony. ‘The small church, which was 
erected by the pastoral zeal of the late and Rev. Mr. Larissey of 
the Order of St. Augustine, and the generosity of the Catholic 
congregation of the city of Boston, has been very considerably 
enlarged, within the last two years, and now presents a very 
neat appearance. ‘The interior of the church was oppressively 
thronged ; It was gratifying to see many Protestant Ladies and 
Gentlemen in the church. ‘Their becoming deportment shew- 
ed what effect the solemnity of the occasion and the service 
produced on their minds. ‘The High Mass was sung, and a 
Discourse was delivered by the very Rev. Dr. O’Flaherty ; the 
Right Rev. Bishop Fenwick gave the Apostolic Benediction. 


It seems that the Revival Fever has seized the 
West Pointers. ‘The master spirits of this fanatical 
pestilence rejoice in the anticipation that those whose 
profession it was to fight with the fleshly sword, are 
likely to become expert members of the Church Milt. 
tant, in the impious war already projected against 
the liberties of the country and the religion of Christ, 
Russia, Poland, and other nations of Europe have 
had and are still suffering a visit from a disgusting, 
truly nauseating stranger, commonly called cholera; 
and America not to be outdone in civility admits to 
close communion a most offensive, inimoral and mis- 
chievous intruder, from the dark regions of heresy, 
fanaticism and fraud, known, by simpletons and “ se- 
ducers,” under the counterfeit name of Revival.— 
This which may be considered a spiritual cholera, 
is more ruinous in its effects than the other; the 
former will destroy only the life of the body, while 
the latter destroys not only the life of the body, as 
we have already seen from the number of suicides al- 
ready occasioned by it, but also the life of the soul. 
So true it is that there is a way which seemeth good 
unto men but the ends thereof is death, and so true 
must it be, that the Protestant principle of private 
judgment, never could have been intended by the 
Saviour, to direct the honest inquirers after salva- 
tion, into the way the truth and the life ! 





i} The length and importance of Mr. Buchan’s corres- 
pondence with a Rev. Mr. Penny, signing himself ‘* Repub- 





—‘EVER LEARNING | licus,’”’ (what a name for a Church and State Advocate !) 


have necessarily excluded several articles which we had pf&- 


next. The ‘‘ Observer’’ is too scurrilous to be further noticed. 


The following Programme of the Coronation of their Eng- 
jlish Majesties, may not be unacceptable to some of our readers. 
|The procession of King, Queen and Suite will occupy nearly 
|two hours in reaching Westminster Abbey— 


Their Majesties will then advance up the Nave in- 
‘to the Choir ; the choristers of the Chapel Royal and 
of Westminster, i in the organ gallery, singing the an- 
them, “I was glad when they said unto me, we will 


igo into the house of the Lord,” &c. 


The King, ascending the theatre, will pass, on the 
south side of his throne, to his chair of state; and 
‘their Majesties, after their private devotion (kneeling 


|on their faldstools,) will take their respective seats: 


now revived in the 19th, under the name of the “‘Sec- | the bishops, their supporters, standing on each side ; 
ond Reformation 1?” - |the noblemen bearing the four swords on his Majes- 

Shall a church holding in her hand the indefeasible || ty’s right hand ; the deputy lord great chamberlain 
charter of her indefectible constitution, and exhibi- || and the lord high constable on his left; the great of- 
ting to the world the authentic titles of her heav enly || ificer’s of state, the noblemen be saring his Majesty’s 
origin, registered in the imperishable archives of Nice || regalia, the dean of Westminster, garter, and black 
and Constantinople, | be now sipenees wes she imust dis-/|!red, standing about the King’s chair, and the! train- 
nute her title with : P ; 
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The Recognition. Upon the conclusion of the 
anthem, the Archbishop of Canterbury, together with 
the lord chancellor, the deputy lord great chamber- 
lain, the lord high constable, and the Earl Marshal, 
preceded by Garter will move to the east side of the 
theatre, where the Atchbishop will make the Recog- 
nition, and repeat the same at the south, west and 
north sides of the theatre; during which time his 
Majesty will be standing, and turn towards the peo- 
ple on the side at which the Recognition is made ;}| 
the people replying to cach demand with loud and 
repeated acclamations of God save “King William the 
Fourth ;” and at the last Recognition the trampets 
will sound and the drums beat. 

His Majesty will then be seated, and the Bible, the 
Chalice, and the Patena, will be carried to and plac- 
ed upon the Altar-by the Bishops who had borne them. 

The King and Queen will then offer at the altara 
pall or altar cloth of gold, and an ingot of gold of a 
pound weight. 

The litany wil] then be read by the Bishops of Lich-}; 
field and Coventry, and Lincoln, vested in copes, and | 








kneeling at faldstool above the steps of the theatre, ||/esses, appointed for that service, holding a rich pall of 
in the middle of the east side thereof. Then will be|/silk or Cloth Gold-over her Majesty, the Archbishop 


read the beginning of the Communion Service, the 
Bishop of Llandaff reading the Episile, and the Bish- 
op of Bristol the Gospel. ‘Tlie Sermon will be preach- 
ed by the Bishop of London. 

The Oath. ‘The Sermon being concluded, the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, advancing to the King, 
will administer the Coronation Oath. The King}; 
will rise from his chair of state, and attended by his 
supporters and the Deputy Lord Great Chamberlain, 
will go, uncovered, to the altar, where, kneeling up- 
on the cushion Jaid on the steps, and placing his 
hand on the Holy Gospels, his Majesty will take the 
Oath, and add thereto his Royal Sign Manual, the 
Lord Chamberlain of the Household holding a silver 
Standish for the purpose, delivered to him by an offi- 
cer of the Jewel Office. 


to be anointed and crowned, placed before the Altar, 


Dukes of the blood royal, pronounce the words of 
homage, the rest putting off their Coronets, kneeling 
with him and about him, and saying after him. The 
Duke of Cumberland will then touch the crown upon 
his Majesty’s head, and kiss his Majesty’s left cheek ; 
the rest of the Dukes of the blood royal doing the 
like after him, and then retire. The Dukes and oth- 
er Peers will observe the same ceremony, the senior 
of each degree pronouncing the words of homage, 
and the rest of the same degree saying after him, 
and each Peer of the same degree saying after him, 
touched his Majesty’s crown, and kissing his Majes- 
ty’s left cheek and then retiring. 

The Anointing, Crowning and Inthroning the 
Queen. The Queen will rise, and go to the altar, 
attended by her train bearer and Ladies-Assistant ; 
and her Majesty will kneel whilst the Archbishop 
says the prayer of Consecration. Her Majesty 
will then rise and go to the fald-stool at which she is 


Which with playful singing mouth, 
Thou hast leaped on high to pilfer ? 


* Mournful Wave! 1 deemed thy song, 
Was telling of a floating prison, 
Which when tempests swept along, 
And the mighty winds were risen, 
Foundered in the ocean’s grasp, 
While the brave and fair were dying, 
Wave! didst thou mark a white hand clasp 
In thy folds as thou wert flying ? 


Hast thon seen the hollowed rock, 

Where the pride of kings reposes, 
Crowned with many a misty lock, 

Wreathed with sapphire green and roses: 
Or with joyous, playful leap, 

Hast thou been a tribute flinging 
Up that bold and jutting steep, 
between the steps and King Edward’s chair. Pearls upon the south-wind stringing ? 
The Queen will then kneel down, and four Duch-}! ie 
Faded Wave! a joy to thee, 

Now thy flight and tale are over! 
Oh! may my departure be, 

Calm as thine, thou ocean rover! 
When this soul’s last joy or mirth 

On the shore of time is driven, 
Be its lot like thine on earth, 

To be lost away in heaven. 


will pour the consecrated oil upon her head, saying, 
‘‘ In the name of the Father,” &c. 

Then the Archbishop will receive, from the officer 
ofthe Jewel office, the Queen’s Ring, and put the 
same on the fourth finger of her Majesty’s right hand, 
saying, ‘“‘Receive this ring,” &c. 

The Archbishop will thereupon take the Crown 
from the Altar, and reverently set it on the Queen’s | = =n — 
head, saying, ‘receive the crown,” &c. DANIEL HERSEY 

The Queen being thus anointed and crowned and AUCTIONEER F 

. . . . . > J 
having received all her ornaments, the choirs will |! AS taken a Counting Room, No. 10, Exchange Street 
sing the Hallelujah Chorus. let and will’ in future devote his whole attention to out 

At the commencement of the chorus, the Queen | door sales, such as Real Estate—Vessels—Household Farni- 


will arise, and supported as before, ascend the thea- | —seaetecing | gn and Merchandize of every description 
sis f . ° P | Mm any part of the city. 

“10 ae —— cose regi a she aioe _ Grateful for the past, he hopes by his assiduity and atten- 

») and be conducte erthrone on the ‘tion to the interest of his employers, to receive a share of the 











The King returning to his ¢hair, the following/|left hand of that of the King, where her Majesty will’ public pasronage. 


hymn will be sung, the Archbishop reading the first|/repose until the conclusion of the chorus. 


line, “Come Holy Ghost, our souls inspire,”’ &c. 
The Anointing St. 


altar, his Majesty will take his seat therein, to be a- 


nointed, when four Knights of the Garter, viz. the|/ will then proceed out of the choir, and to the west: 
Dukes of Leeds, Rutland, Newcastle, and Northum-||door of the abbey, attended as before ; their Majes- 
berland, summoned by Garter, will hold over the/||ties wearing their crowns ; the King bearing in his_| 
King’s head a rich pall or cloth of gold, delivered to|/right hand, the sceptre with the cross, and, in his 


Edward’s Chair, covered ||ly sacrament will then be administered to their Ma- ee 
with cloth of gold, having been placed in front of the || jesties. pay’ 


Orders left at his Counting Room will meet with prompt 
The Holy Sacrament. After the Chorus the ho-, ttention. 

y - B. The Weekly Sale of Horses, Carriages, Harnesses, 
at the Horse Market, Merrimack Street, takes place eve- 
Oct. 1. 


CATHOLIC BOOKS, &c. 
OR Sale by P. Mooney, corner of Franklin and Federal 
Streets. 
Quarto and Octavo Douay Bibles. 
ouay Testaments. Butler’s Lives of the Saints. 


ry Saturday at 12 o’clock, A. M. 





Their Majesties, and the Princes and Princesses 


them by the Lord Chamberlain, who had received the ||left hand the orb; and the Queen bearing in her) Miner's End of Controversy. 
same from the officer of the wardrobe ; and the Dean||right hand, her sceptre with the cross, and, in her’ Gahan’s Christian Church. 


of Westminster will stand by, holding the ampulla/|left the ivory rod with the Dove. 


containing the consecrated oil, and pouring some in- 


to the anointing spoon, the Archbishop will anoint||ter will proclaim the King’s style. 


his Majesty on the head and hands, in the form of a 


; Challoner’s Meditations, 2 vols. 
On arrival at the west door of the abbey, Gar-' Fletcher’s Controversial Sermons. 

*¢ Comparative Views. Lenten Monitor. 
Mrs. Herbert and Villagers. Holy Week. 


The crown which the Cochin on the Sacrifice of the Mass. 


The Queen’s Crown. 


cross, pronouncing the words, * Be thou anointed,” Queen wears at the coronation differs very little from (Catholic Christian Instructed. Ward’s Cantos. 
&c. ' the crown of state worn by his majesty, except that Faber’s Difficulty of Romanism. Galitzin’s Defence. 
The King will then be clothed with the supertuni-||it is smaller, and the jewels are not sonumerous or so Amicable Discussion, by the Right Rev. J. F. M. Trevern, 


ca of cloth of gold; his heels will be touched with the ||large. The mound is of gold, instead of aquamacina. ' 
spurs, and the Argbishop will give the Sword of||The crown in which the Queen returns from the Ab- 


Bishop of Strasbourg, late Bishop of Aire. 
Reeve’s History of the Bible. Baxter’s Meditation. 
Meditations of St. Augustine. 


State into his Majesty’s hand, who will offer it at the ||bey to Westminster Hall is made to eclipse all others. Papist Represented and Misrepresented. 


altar. The King will then be invested with the Im- 
perial Mantle, and receive the Orb and the Ring. 


It is of the form of the preceding, but so thickly Duke of Brunswick’s Fifty Reasons. 


covered with immensely large pearls and diamonds | Ward’s Errata. Real Principles of Catholics. 


The Archbishop will deliver the Sceptre and the ||and other invaluable jewels, that not a particle of the | Catholic Manual. Catholic Psalms and Hymns. 


Cross into his Majesty’s hand. 


The Crowning. 


gold can be seen. 
The Archbishop standing before || an entire mass of pearls. 


Poor Man’s Manual. Garden of the Soul. 
The val Pitsien ineaie’ Spiritual Combat. Fleury’s Historical Catechism. 
ve value of these jewels , Hay’s Abridgment of the Christian Doctrine. 


The mound and arches are 


the altar, and having St. Edward’s Crown before him, || is £111, 900; and though they are so numerousand Cobbet’s Letters. Key of Paradise. 
will take the same into his hand, and consecrate and || large, the whole crown weighs only 19 ozs. 10 dwts. | Prince Hohenlohe’s Prayer Book. Pious Guide. 


bless it with the Prayer, “O God, who crownest thy 


faithful Servants with Mercy,” &c. Then the Arch-||medal to be struck in commemoration of the ap- 
bishop, assisted by other Bishops, will come from the || proaching coronation oftheir Majesties. 


altar, the Dean of Westminster carrying the Crown, 
and the Archbishop will take and place it on his Ma- 
jesty’s head; while the people, with loud and repeat- 
ed shouts, will cry, “God save the King,” &c.; the 
trumpets sounding, the drums beating, and the Tower 
and Park guns firing by signal. 

The Bible will then be delivered to the King, who 
will return it to the Archbishop. 

The Inthronization. Te deum being ended, the 
King will then ascend the theatre, and be inthroned 
by the bishops and Peers : and the Archbishop will 
pronounce the Exhortation, “ Stand firm and hold 
fast,’’ &c. 

The Homage. The Archbishop will kneel before 
the King, and for himself and the other lords Spiritu- 
al, will pronounce the words of Homage, they kneel-| 
ing around him, and saying after him. The Arch-| 
bishop will then kiss his Majesty’s left cheek, and 
the rest of the Lords spiritual will do the same, and 
retire. 

Then the Duke of Cumberland, ascending the 
steps. of the throne, and taking off his Coronet, will 
kneel before the King, and, for himself and the other 








Ministers have ordered a Christian’sGuide. Vade Mecaumn. 
Paths to Paradise. Children’s Companion. 


| Pocket Missals. Father Rowland. Indian Cottage. 
, Pise’s Hist f the Christian Church. 
The Catholic reader must here see how unsparingly the En- 1 eg History - ialod. 


Coronation Medal.. 


glish church has endeavoured to appropriate the ceremonies Rollin’s Ancient History. Lingard’s Tracts. 
and terms of good old mother church-— Eds. Intel. versie an emir ame lg 


Devout Communicant. Think well on it. 

| Manning’s shortest way to end Disputes. ‘ 

' Letters on Religious Subjects, between a Dissenting Minister, 

|\ at Birmingham, and a Roman Catholic. 
Gobbinet’s Instruction for Youth. 
Kholman’s Unitarianism Refuted. 

| Spiritual Retreats. Bossuet’s Expositions. 

| Grounds of the Catholic Doctrine. 

Nets for Fishers of Men. Christian Security. 


DR. S. H. SMITH, 
ENDERS his services in the various branches of his pro- 
fession, to the inhabitants of Boston and vicinity.—Dr. 
Smith may be consulted at his house, No. 11, Atkinson 
Street. Oct. 1. 


ORRIS T. CHAPIN, TAILOR. 
NFORMS his friends and the public, that he makes all 
kinds of Gentlemen’s Apparel, in the first rate style, and 
Silent as thou art, and broken which, he warrants, will afford satisfaction ; he will furnish 
ae é all garments as cheap as can be obtained elsewhere in the 
Bearest thou not from distant strands, city. He receives regularly the London and New York fash- 

To my heart some pleasant token ? ions. 

Tales of mountains of the south, | His Store is on the Second Story, No. 46, Washington 


Spangles of the ore of silver, ‘es Oct. 1. 





POETRY. 
[Selected for the Catholic Intelligencer. ] 
TO A WAVE. 

List ! thou child of wind and sea, 
Tell me of the far off deep, 
Where the tempest’s wing is free, 
And the waters never sleep. 
Thou perchance the storm hast aided, 
In its work of stern despair, 
Or perchance thy hand hath braided, 
In deep caves, the mermaid’s hair ? | 








*} 








Wave! now on the golden sands, 








wa tt 


